
Dear Dr. Raileyt 

Thank you very 8&h for having polntmi out the typographical error icl 
agl 1947 Genetics paper1 'Ihe seaond lumbar in the finrt line should read 
303, not ,203, as you were the first tc discera. 3-18 orfgSnai tabulation8 
uhow JQ& 

Your oth6r point&3 not so an8U.y nor 8ati~faatorlly 6xplabwi. There 
does aeepB to be an axaa)m~ of aultiple crossovers (eee for exawple table 6 
where V6 3.8 al.30 oegragating),although notsomany a49 to obcure thelin- 
kaage mmmgm2enta. Cm&W. and !?mcombe have observed the same thing, 
and the last-nantod hau ;i. p;aper in press describing "hegative i.nte~fereme7f 
in these CToaaes. For ng part, I don't pretmd to underst;;znd it, but 
I have e-xpoundsd rrpr tie:va at great length to C;rsniUf on Ml3 aubjmt, and 
wrggetst that you save m the labor of repitition by consulting him.,L$ 
maent mrk on aogragatbm~ fma hetmozpgotee ouggests that recombination 
~BD~B lrwoloe phenorrrsm lOore oomplic&ed than the si~@.e model wed in I.%?, 
although Ifeel that that baptflc ausuqAionz~ of linear order can stU. be 
jwtlfi4. 

Cavallf oan give juat the sam sort of data as 1 couki, judging Boer 
hi8 carreapondems, and I don% think that f could help you beyond what 
he mm do in this reapeat. A ntmber of rtocks have been found which giw 
dracstically differor& LInkage relationships from those: reported in 1947, 
and I b:bm strong doubts as to the structural honrospgosity of the segregating 
aygotes in any of thm3s i3rossea; at least, I can scarcely tell you kmmhiah 
are 8tandsFd and whicrh abemmt. 

Joehua Lederberg, 
Asaoabte Profeaeor of Cbnstiur 

. 


